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EDITORIAL. 

Under the caption "American nomenclature," the editor of the 
Journal of Botany prints in the July number a portion of a private let- 
ter from some American correspondent in which occurs the following: 

"The only two botanical journals are controlled by reformers. 

. . . The journals in question will not accept articles which give 
a true account of what has been said against the American system in 
Berlin and Vienna. A notice stating the facts was sent to Science, and 

. . . suppressed. It was then sent to the Botanical Gazette, 
but was declined." 

Inasmuch as the editor has sufficient grace to recognize this charge 
of suppression of the truth as a serious one, it would seem to have 
been his duty to determine whether it was true or false before pub- 
lishing it. He could hardly have failed to observe that the Gazette 
has been publishing articles adverse to the reform movement in no- 
menclature, and had he re-examined them he would have found four 
of the six on this topic by opponents of reform and only two in favor 
of it. Another, likewise adverse, is published in this number. We 
challenge our readers to say whether this shows a spirit of fairness or 
a desire to suppress discussion. Does it even indicate an inclination 
to refuse "articles which give a true account of what has been said 
against the American system?" 

So much the editor of the Journal could have inferred from the ac- 
tion of the Gazette. It is enough to raise at least a presumption that 
his correspondent's statement was untrue. But he prefers to assume 
that what the Gazette has rejected has been rejected for the purpose 
of suppressing the truth. 

As a matter of fact the Gazette has rejected but one article on 
the subject of nomenclature. The article "suppressed" by Science was 
rejected b us because it contained numerous objectionable person- 
alities. In returning the MS., we took pains to inform the author that 
we objected only to the personalities, not to his opinion on nomencla- 
ture, and that if the personalities were eliminated the paper would be 
accepted. When the MS. was returned to the editor, however, it had 
been so greatly amplified that it would have filled at least thirteen 
pages of the Gazette. It was therefore returned to the writer with a 
request to condense it, and he was offered any space up to five pages 
(about the space required by the original paper), but he declined to 
alter the MS., and finally withdrew it. 

It is difficult to believe that a wish to be fair to what he is pleased 
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to call "the arbitrary dicta of certain American botanists" animates 
the utterances of the editor of the Journal of Botany. If it does it is 
at least curious that two scientific men should come to such opposite 
conclusions upon the same facts as do Mr. James Britten and a stren- 
uous but gentlemanly opponent whose name we withhold but whose 
voluntary words we are permitted to quote: 

"I have greatly regretted the ill-natured statements of J. Britten, 
especially those in which he implies that there has been any unfair 
suppression of opinion by the Gazette. I am confident that what- 
ever has been rejected by the Gazette has been refused for the best 
reasons and for the sake of harmony and the best good of all con- 
cerned." 



CURRENT LITERATURE. 

The fertilization of Flanders flowers. 1 

In the first part of the introduction the author gives a review of the 
literature of fertilization and pollination, considering the works of 
Camerarius, Koelreuter, Sprengel, Darwin, Hildebrand, Delpino, 
Axell, Miiller, Loew, Burck, Weismann, Wallace, and others. In the 
second part it is insisted that too much importance has been attached 
to the colors of flowers, and that many characters regarded as adapta- 
tions to insects can be otherwise explained. This part also contains 
a discussion of the Knight-Darwin law, and of the theory of Naegeh, 
and observations on methods of elucidation of floral mechanisms. 

The body of the work, (pp. 130-562), contains descriptions of the 
indigenous, and some cultivated, species, original and accompanied by 
many original illustrations, or based on the authority of persons cited. 
The insects observed on flowers of the entomophilous species are 
given in each case. The remainder of the work is concerned with 
general considerations and is followed by a resume in French. 

The region is characterized by being low, having numerous slow 
streams, frequent rains, fertile soil, mild winters, and summers of 
moderate heat. There are many anemophilous plants, 215 in a total 
of 675 species, and few flower-loving insects. In a region which is 
said to be the most densely populated of the most densely populated 
country of Europe, the influence of man must be considerable, and 
this factor is justly estimated by the author. 

MacLeod records the results of extensive observations upon the 

'McLeod, Dr. Julius. — Over de bevruchting der bloemen in het Kempisch 
gedeelte van Vlaander'en. pp. (1-694). Figs. 125. Ghent. 1894. Reprint 
from the Botanisch Jaarboek 5: 156-452. 1893. — 6: 119-512. 1894. 



